- The Court faid, that an objection
-might go either generally to a witnefs
s0 as to_exclude him' from being exa-~
mined at all, or- to particular ques-
tions; he mightbe a competent wit-
nefs on certain.points and not upon
others, that they fhould adopt this dis-
“tintion - in the prefent inftanee, and
admit Mr. Grant as a Witnefs 5 . for
- they could not confider him, as whol-
ly incompetent; that they would not

- however,. fuffer him to be examined
touching thereceipt charged inthe In-
‘difment, for as to that he would fivear
-ih difcharge of himfelf; that there
was no releafe, aund that the compro-
-mife of the action againft - A4i¥er was
- admitted to be conditional.: They re-
-marked that in the cafe of TFrancis
" Parr, (L. C. C. 487.) Ifaac Hart,

and ‘whofe fignature he” had forged
vpon the ‘dividend book of the 8 per

“the dividend Warrant was admitted
;- to prove, that' he was the proprietor
-of the Stock, the amount of it, and

- him for half a year’s- intereft thereon,

" Mr. Grant was then examined, he foid he
w s Plain:tf ina canfe pending in the Cony of
-Rieg's Baonch in February ‘Uam  Jaft, whercin
“the  Prifoner was Delendant ; that Caule was
not festled.in chat Term. " He had agreed with
© Me. Ntviare, Counlel forithe Prituner, 10 re-
L cetve 2 cenidin fum in e of thut for which the
e
. fog, pmiol which he had ceceived and had
- given & condidonal Recsips, The £i0j - did
. no* foum the wholcef -his demand, - The Sig-
o hators tothe Receipr A wsvas his hand-writing.
. He had reccived miodey frumthe Prifoner on
7 the T4th June 1802]  The awonnt which wiis
“eanied o the Prifoner’s ercdit was £19. wh ch
" {am, waseompoled party’of money and partly
cinccepains atlowarces made han. o Thae kil
C€im-of £1g9:was the batancé of ceraiu ael
Cconnts curient batween him -and the Pritaner,
_ doihatan inferefl might poffinly -be inferred.,
‘Hehid no recolleflion of haviig recéived From
the Prioperany money fuce 1hé 14" June
18>¢; except whin hic had mentjonid 10 have

1. by M

r

t. Koy He laid he did rot' withto
ny other wity than’as he had dou.es;

-

whom the Prifoner had perfonated;.

cent: Confols at ‘the Bank, and upon-

- that 'thc_ﬁ‘\m_"of A58 10, was dee Lo

as brought) - He had agiced 10 ke

cd. darely; by thie hands of Mre Seware. Cropic

salwer poliavely, he moft fay’|
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that ‘he ‘did not reccive.any 1onéy from 1fie"
Prifoner afier the 1y h - June 1800. Hersethe:,
evidence-for the profecntion clofed. .
The Prifoner. upon his Defence fajd,: they
there was no proof againft him.” That he was,
confcions of "his innocence.  He hoped the
Jury would look into the circimflances,-and
parucularly conlider through how many hands
the Receipt ‘had pafled, - e had fome cvi-
dhence to produce in his favor, end fhould firfy:
caly, Thomas Millcr. o .

Fhomas Miller being fwora, fald,
that  He was at the houfe of his bio-
ther the Prifoner ac the Bar, in the month of
Augull or Seprember lufl ; und he recolledted
that. Mr. Grans ‘came there on Horfe-back,
that he ﬂq.j:pcd and afked the Prifaser when
he would fewle with him, who replied, hs
wes Willing to, feule upon reafonusble terms at
any time. Mr. Grane faid the {ame, and defired
the Prifoner to muke out hissaccoant curens,

CThe Prifoncr replied it was 2lréady made, and:

went into the houfe and brought it to M.
Grant, Wwho examined ir, and {zid that he did
uot think .he bad’ 1eccived {0 mich morey s
was there flated; upon which,  the Priforer
went/in, and brought. the  Receipis 10 M. .-
Grant, who compared them with the accouus;

.and faid that he found them: sight 1o the calh -

account, adding that th.ie was abour' f158.
which he had received in cafhi for Renu Thae .
he.the Witnehs flood clofe by at that: time, and
he thought he faw . th: Receipt AL amaigit
them ; &t was amonglt them 25 fat us he'could
recolleéi ; he was preny fure of i, Mpyg
Graat fad, upon looking t the acCountand
1eccipiy; thitt hie found every thing righy, exvept
foinc Jtews for drawving. Sanc..: Thee M.
Grane and (he Piifoner converfed for fome
tme 10gcther, when woids wene very high, |
and Mr - Grane faid, he had bever fenle amica- -
bly with himn, or ¢ By God he avould ruin
him and his family.?". Crofs- Examined by the
Ary. G hefaid hé did votrecolle& how ma.
ny 1eceipts there, Were—~but- one \was ' dated -
21 July, 1802; ibc other .2l "Augult -18-e.
He could ror Ly whar were the dites of the -

“ohere. He recollebted thefe ‘bocaufe they

were the Jargelt lumns, and from “what vas
aftziwa dofmd, - bue he couid not fay whae |
that wax wh'ch was abrwards faid. -He
‘looked atthe dates arthe thne #nd fince When -

Moo Grene brought his. adtion againit the Pri-

foner. ;- there was wome ‘mevnon made of a ’
Recept of thengh func.. "He could ooy -
f e what {um that Receipt wasgiven (*The
R.ceipt of vpth” [une 130e (hown 16 hiw'’)-
herecollelled 10 have feen"that paper: ard ..
then afier. o ligde? - reflethon ;faid " chat “he. |
was not fure, butawas fure he rewembdica the
oher two. - ‘That 2 man was nox obliged o

‘takie notice ‘of cwery® thing | He thougt be

wai Cendin of the date of the _‘Rccci}\u'A| el




